VERSION 1 -REVIEW
GENERAL COMMENTS
This is a study identifying the main issues confronting DLB patients in the early to moderate stage of their DLB diagnosis, including their perceptions and difficulties. Their concerns have been concisely put into three main categories which on reflection appear to be relevant to all dementia patients not those with DLB. The results and insights that the group have presented are useful to all clinicians and researchers involved in DLB patients as well as dementia patients overall.
Minor issues: There should be more clarity about why these five patients (or the initial six) were chosen, this is not obvious from the methods. The transcripts are very good in content but take time to decipher, the study team should consider how better to present the quoted conversations with individual patients as this is a key part of this study and offer brilliant insights. The written language does contain errors (even in the abstract) and the study team should review this carefully in the final manuscript. Though I appreciate this is a qualitative study, the conclusions could be more punchy and concise.
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GENERAL COMMENTS
In the current study, the authors aimed to conduct a preliminary exploration into the subjective experience of living with DLB by using interpretative phenomenological analysis (IPA). This is an interesting study and will do help to the clinical staffs and caregivers. Minor concerns: 1. With a broad symptom and severity spectrum of DLB and a rather small sample of 5 male participants who were recruited casually into the interview, I don't think the authors could draw any conclusion on the experience of people with DLB. I agree that results of this study proved the feasibility to involve patients with DLB directly in identifying important aspects of care in some cases. Therefore, I think the way of expression should be more in the sessions of results and discussion rigorous. 2. There are some errors in writing. 1) Line 44 of page 2, the word "cconducted" should be replaced by "conducted".
2) Line 34 of page 5, I think the word "by" should be inserted before "excessive tiredness" in the sentence "interviews were not terminated prematurely excessive tiredness." 3) Please check punctuations carefully.
VERSION 1 -AUTHOR RESPONSE
Reviewer 1:
1. There should be more clarity about why these five patients (or the initial six) were chosen, this is not obvious from the methods.
Response: The section concerning patient selection has been edited to provide clarity, please see first paragraph on page 4 which now reads:
Purposeful sampling was used to increase the likelihood of including participants able to provide a rich account of their particular experience. To be considered for the study, participants had to be i) diagnosed with DLB according to consensus criteria;17 ii) current patients at the Memory Clinic, Malmö, Sweden; iii) able to consent to the study; iv) community-dwelling and v) Swedish-speaking. Suitable participants adhering to these criteria were identified by the senior physician responsible for DLB patients at the Memory Clinic (EL).
2. The transcripts are very good in content but take time to decipher, the study team should consider how better to present the quoted conversations with individual patients as this is a key part of this study and offer brilliant insights.
Response: The quotations have been presented according to the Standards for Reporting Qualitative Research (SRQR) to substantiate the analytical findings and improve transparency. The way that the have been presented, ie throughout the manuscript, is seen in the majority of qualitative studies including research previously published in the BMJ Open. In view of this we have not made any changes in the way that the quotes are presented. Nevertheless, a number of quotes have been removed to hopefully make the manuscript more readable.
